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EDITORIAL
Kidney International. Perspectives from the Editors
This issue of Kidney International marks a major transition in
our Journal. The first issue of Kidney International appeared in
January, 1972; the Journal was published under the aegis of,
and as the official Journal of, the International Society of
Nephrology (ISN). R.R. Robinson was the Founding Editor,
and served as Editor until 1985. The publisher for that first
issue, and for all issues until last month's issue, was Springer-
Verlag International. With this issue of Kidney International,
we welcome a new publisher, Blackwell Scientific Publications,
Inc. Our Journal will continue to be, as it has been since its
inception, the official organ of the International Society of
Nephrology.
At the outset of these Perspectives, I wish to express, on
behalf of President Robinson, the Management and Executive
Committees of the ISN, and the Editors of Kidney Interna-
tional, our profound gratitude to Springer-Verlag International
for their help and professionalism during the 20 years of our
affiliation. Indeed, this affiliation ends on a particularly felici-
tous note. In the ISN Announcements section of this issue,
there are listed 50 institutions to whom Springer-Verlag Inter-
national is generously donating a complete set of copies of
Kidney International , beginning with Volume 1, Number 1,
1972 and extending through Volume 40, Number 6, December,
1991. This elegant gesture by Springer-Verlag International will
thus provide a complete set of volumes to those institutions
that, for a variety of reasons, have not been able to subscribe to
Kidney International in the past.
There is more good news. Our new publisher as of this issue,
Blackwell Scientific Publications Inc., has elected to continue
this gift beginning with this January, 1992 issue of Kidney
International. In short, our renal colleagues who use or attend
the institutions listed in this issue will now have access to all
past, present and future issues of Kidney International. I stress
again that this happy circumstance is the result of the combined
gifts of Springer-Verlag International and Blackwell Scientific
Publications, Inc.
Not only is Kidney International making a transition among
publishers, but there are, beginning with this issue, significant
changes in the "Instructions to Authors." Accordingly, the
Editors thought it pertinent to bring the readership up-to-date
on current activities of Kidney International, and to explain the
rationale for the changes in the "Instructions to Authors"
which appear in their new format elsewhere in this issue. Hence
the remaining part of this Perspectives is twofold: to provide a
status report; and to explain the new set of "Instructions to
Authors."
Status report
Submissions
Figure 1 summarizes the number of original manuscripts
submitted to Kidney International since the inception of our
Journal. The data in Figure 1 apply only to original manuscripts,
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that is, Clinical Investigation and Laboratory Investigation
manuscripts, Technical Notes, and Rapid Communications, a
new feature introduced to our Journal in 1990. The data in
Figure 1, nor in subsequent information provided in these
Perspectives, do not include additional regular features, such as
Editorial Reviews or Nephrology Forums, nor irregularly ap-
pearing additional features, such as Symposia, Supplements or
Abstracts of national societies. It should also be noted that, for
the year 1991, the data were projected from activities in the first
half of the year.
When taken together, the results in Figure 1 show that the
number of original manuscripts submitted to Kidney Interna-
tional has risen monotonically in the past 20 years. Currently,
we receive approximately 58 to 60 original manuscripts
monthly.
Tables 1 and 2 provide information relevant to the nature of
the original manuscripts submitted to Kidney International. As
indicated in Table 1, the ratio of Clinical Investigation manu-
scripts to Laboratory Investigation manuscripts has been
slightly in excess of unity for the past five years. For the first
half of 1991, there were rather more Clinical Investigation
manuscripts submitted to our Journal than Laboratory Investi-
gation manuscripts. Obviously, it is too early to decide whether
or not the data for the first six months in 1991 represent a new
trend.
Table 2 describes the percent distribution of original manu-
scripts submitted by geographic region. There has been a slight
but perceptible drop in the fraction of submitted manuscripts
originating from North America. This fractional drop mirrors,
very closely, that observed in other leading journals in virtually
all biomedical disciplines. It does not reflect a reduction in the
number of manuscripts submitted from the United States—
which have, in fact, continued to rise in the time interval
described in Table 2—but rather an increase in the number of
papers submitted from Europe, predominantly Western Eu-
rope, and from the Pacific rim nations. In other words, Kidney
International has become an increasingly international publica-
tion, and thus reflects, to an increasing degree, the membership
of ISN, our parent organization.
The review process
Each manuscript submitted to Kidney International under-
goes review by a minimum of two referees chosen either by the
Editor, the Associate Editors, or by a combination of the Editor
and Associate Editors.
Figure 2 shows that, since 1988, there has been a dramatic
reduction in the interval of time between receipt of an original
manuscript and the initial decision letter from the Editor to the
corresponding author. In 1991, that interval has been approxi-
mately 44 calendar days. For Rapid Communications, the
interval of time between receipt of an original manuscript and
the initial decision letter from the Editor to the corresponding
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Fig. 1. The number of original manuscripts submitted annually to
Kidney International since its inception. The data apply only to original
manuscripts, and not to Editorial Reviews, Nephrology Forum, Sym-
posia, Supplements or Abstracts of national societies, The asterisk
refers to data for the interval January—June 1991.
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author is considerably shorter, that is, approximately 21 calen-
dar days.
Table 3 describes the percent distribution of the number of
reviews, in sequence, among accepted manuscripts both for
1990 and 1991. The data show clearly that 75% of all accepted
manuscripts are accepted after the initial set of reviews by the
referees; approximately 20% of manuscripts are returned to the
referees for second review. A negligibly small number of
manuscripts—between 2.5 and 5%—are returned to the authors
for a third revision and subsequently to referees for a third
review. Thus when taken together, these data indicate that the
majority of editorial decisions are made in the offices of the
Editors after the initial reviews by the referees.
Manuscripts that are not accepted are almost invariably
rejected after the first review by referees followed by editorial
decision. In about 15 instances per year out of the approxi-
mately 700 manuscripts received annually, authors of rejected
Table 2. Percent geographic distribution of original manuscripts
submitted to Kidney International
1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 19910
Geographic region
North America 53 55 52.5 49 45 42
Europe 33 35 34 34 37 41
Pacific rim nations 12 8 11.5 14 16 15
Others 2 2 2 3 2 2
manuscripts appeal the editorial decision. In those instances,
the Editors ask the authors to write a letter of rebuttal which is
read by the Editors and by the referees. Depending upon the
response of the referees and Editors to that letter of rebuttal,
the authors may be given an opportunity to re-submit the
manuscript. Such invited resubmissions occur in approximately
one-third of the appealed eases.
Finally, it is particularly interesting to note that, since 1971,
the acceptance rate for all original manuscripts has remained
remarkably constant, approximately 35% of all original manu-
scripts submitted in a given year. In 1974 and 1979, the
acceptance rates were 27% and 43%, respectively; these repre-
sent the minimal and maximal acceptance rates for Kidney
International in a given year. In all other years, the acceptance
rates have varied only slightly, ranging between 33 and 39%.
The publication process
Figure 3 shows the interval of time between acceptance of a
manuscript and publication. The data, as do all data in this
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Fig. 2. The interval, in calendar days, between receipt of an original
manuscript and the initial decision letter to the author. The asterisk
refers to data for the interval January—June, 1991.
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Perspectives, refer to original manuscripts. Since 1988, the
average time, in actual calendar months, between acceptance of
a paper and publication has been slightly in excess of four
months. The time for publication of accepted Rapid Communi-
cations, that is, an average of two months between acceptance
and publication.
Table 4 shows the percent distribution among published
original contributions, that is, Clinical Investigation, Labora-
tory Investigation, Technical Notes and Rapid Communica-
tions. The data show that, since 1988, there has been a slight
increase in the number of Clinical Investigation manuscripts
published with respect to Laboratory Investigation manu-
scripts. The trend is slight, but perceptible.
Finally, Figure 4 shows the number of annual publications of
original manuscripts in Kidney International since its inception.
Clinical
Investigation
Laboratory
Investigation
Technical
Note
Rapid
Communication
Year %
1988 39.3 57 3.7 —
1989 35 61 4.0 —
1990 39.6 52.6 4,1 3.7
199P 47.2 48.3 2.0 2.5
Clearly, there has been a monotonic increase in the number of
publications annually, with very significant increases occurring
first in 1979, and again in 1987.
Instructions to Authors
Kidney International now relies, to an increasing degree, on
facsimile and/or telephone communications with referees. In
order to speed the review process, we are also asking referees
to return their reviews by facsimile whenever possible. Within
the next six months, we intend to use facsimile transmission
almost exclusively for referees' responses. Moreover, as noted
earlier, we commonly use three referees for original publica-
tions, and, on rare occasions, four referees.
For these reasons, we ask, beginning with this issue of
Kidney International, that authors submit an original copy of
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Table 4. Percent distribution among published original manuscripts
a For the interval January—June, 1991
I
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Fig. 3. The interval of time, in months, between acceptance of a
manuscript and publication, for each of the indicated years. The
asterisk refers to data for the interval January—June, 1991.
a For the interval January—June, 1991
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Fig. 4. The number of original manuscripts published annually in
Kidney International since its inception. The asterisk refers to data for
the interval January—June, 1991.
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4their manuscript together with four photocopies. The original
manuscript will be retained in the office of the Editor and
returned to the corresponding author with the initial decision
letter. Of the remaining four copies, one will remain in the
Editor's office, and referees will be asked to destroy copies of
manuscripts that they have reviewed. In this way, we hope to
accelerate even further the review process and to reduce
postage costs. The details of the process are spelled out in the
"Instructions to Authors."
There is a second change noted in the "Instructions to
Authors." Namely, we request that, for line artwork, such as
charts and graphs, only a single glossy print accompany the
original manuscript and that photocopies of the figures accom-
pany the photocopies of the manuscript. Using this protocol,
referees will not be destroying glossy prints, which are expen-
sive for authors to produce.
There is a major exception to this process, namely, when
illustrations include half-tone photographs, photomicrographs,
electron micrographs and electrocardiograms. In those in-
stances, photocopies of illustrations will not suffice for review
by referees. We therefore ask that five glossy prints of such
illustrations accompany the manuscripts, In turn, referees will
be asked to return those glossy prints to the Editor. One set of
glossy prints, together with a copy of the manuscript, will be
retained in the Editor's office while the manuscript is being
processed. The remaining glossy prints will be returned to the
corresponding author.
As indicated in the "Instructions to Authors," we request
that each manuscript be accompanied by a diskette. The intent
of this maneuver is to move Kidney International, within the
coming year, to electronic publishing, either in part or exclu-
sively. The remaining changes in the "Instructions to Authors"
are self-explanatory.
T.E. ANDREOLI
For the Editors
